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INTRODUCTION, 


fe ¹ IS Trad, as appears by 


7 
„ the Title Page, is dedicat- 


SN 


S re ed to the Publick; which 
will not be effeem a improper We 


the Subject is more direfly under- 5 


food to reſpect bodily Communion. 


In this Diſſertation I have ain'd 


at Truth, and treated the Subjeft 


in ſuch a View as the Nature thereof 
demanded, not intending to diſoblige 


the moſt tender Bluſh, or encourage 


the Flame of the Obſcene. 


I have laid freſs on Ser ibture 
Authority only, fo far as J appre- 
W 5 it to plead the Cauſe of Truth 

A 2 ae 


INTRODUCTION. 


founded on the invariable Reaſon of 


Things, on which I tr uft the whole 


a Argument Centers. 


After all, I am far from expett- 
ing a Traci of this Mature, manag d 
with the ſame Views, ſhould pleaſe 
every Taſte, or even ene a Thank 


from man 2 


- Rs confidering the Debauches of 


the Age, appearing with open Brow 


under the Patronage of the more po- 


lite and genteel Claſs of Men (which | 
Kind of Follies naturally fall within 


the V erge of this Subject) I [Mag in- 


ed the Publication of . it Word not 
be wholly nene 


A. leaſt give me Leave 70 hope it 


may provoke a correct Performance 


# rom ſome Hand, which ſhall more 
effeftually promote. Zhe Thar fe 2 


ny P urity.. 


M av 


1 


HAT contemplative Creature can 


And if ſo, it can never be ſuppos' d improper 


for any intelligent Being to examine into the De- 
ſign of his own Make. or into any particular 


Modus in the Conſtruction of his own Frame. 


Eſpecially if he apprehend the true Intention and 
Deſign of his Make is generally miſtook; and 


a perverſe Uſe made of any Part thereof. 


But as the Diſtinction of Sex in the humane 
IpeCie 1 is the Point 1 in View, I ſhall attempt the 


fol- 


have only a partial Satisfaction in 
viewing any particular Being, or 

8 ing, if he proceed not to inquire 
= of what Uſe, or with what Deſign 
10 was fo or ſo form'd. Since there is not an! 
Thing more certain, than that the great Being 

has thro? the large and almoſt infinite Extent of | 
Beings, neither made to exiſt, nor circumſtanc'd 
the Exiſtence of any one Individual, without its 
Deſign or Uſe, either as it reſpects its own Good, 
ot as it ſtands related to other Beings around it. 
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following Things, viz. an Inquiry into the De- 


ſign of This Diſtinction; conſider thoſe ſeveral 


Laws or Limitations by which it ſhou'd be regu- 
lated ; together with the ſeveral Abuſes of this 


Piſtin&ion. or Violation of its Laws. 
And firſt of all, the Propagation or Increaſe 
of the Specie appears to be the primary Intenti- 


on of this Difference in the Structure of an hu- 
mane Body. Moſes tells us, in his Account of 
the Creation, that the ſeveral Tribes of Crea- 


| tures were made in Pairs, and the next Step in 
Order to ſtock the World with Inhabitants, was 
Copulation, or a Communion of Bodies, But 
of Man he ſays expreſly, that God commanded 
him, / to increaſe and multiply. Nor is it poſ- 
ſible for us to find out any other Way of Increaſe. 
J might here remark, in Order to obviate an 
Objection, which may hereafter ariſe, about the 
unconfined Liberty of the lower Creatures in 
ſuch Conjunctions, as being a greater Privilege 


than Man their Superior enjoys: I might, I fay, 


here remark, that the other Creatures were at 
firſt created in Pairs; but Man is deſcrib'd as cre- 
ated alone, and when his Mate is form'd, ſhe is 
made of Part of himſelf, intimating a ſpecial and 
immediate Relation and Dependence, only and 
_ peculiarly belonging & to his Rank and Sperie of 
Beings. = 

But to go on, as a natur al Conſequen de of ſuch 


Communion of Bodies, an Increaſe of the Specie is 


produc'd, bearing the Relation of an Ottspring = 
to its Parent, intimately dependent on the lecon- 


dary Authors of its Being for daily Supplies, and 


conſtant Support: To ſecure which Regard the 


great Author of Nature has implanted a ſtrong 


Aﬀection | in Parents to their NOS: by which 


it 
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E 
it is conſider'd as Part of themſelves. Which 
very Fondneſſes themſelves are evidently origi- 
nated in thoſe Intimacies of bodily Communion. 
Again, ſuch a Communion of Bodies is not on- 
ly for the Increaſe and Support of the Specie, but 
naturally introduces the ſtrongeſt and moſt inti- 
mate Union of Bodies. The ſacred Writings 
ſay thus of the firſt Pair, that their Cleaving toge- 
our (a modeſt Expreſſion for this Conjunction) 
made them one Fleſh. Inſomuch as a Man's 
treating his Mate unkindly, is call'd, hating his 
own Fleſh. 1 1 e 
And further, notwithſtanding the Priority of 
Nature in the Male to the Female in all other Re- 
gards, yet in this, as it reſpects the Claims they 
have in one anothers Bodies, they are by this 
Union upon par, and their Demands equally 
obliging; ſee 1 Cor. vii. beg. hence it appears 
that if Strength and Conſtancy of Affection, e- 
ven ſuch as is ſufficient to maintain an inviolable 
Fidelity, may be expected in any Relation in the 
whole humane Society, it may in this, which 
gave Birth to all others, and has all the Obliga- 
tions ſacred and ſolemn belonging to it. No Image 
has been eſteem'd too ſtrong to expreſs the pure 
/ and unadulterated Aﬀection the Communion of 
Bodies. clamp. „ 
Therefore it will again follow, that ſuch an 
Intimacy of Bodies muſt neceſſarily imply an U- 
nion of Intereſts, which Union cannot be well 
ſecur'd without a mutually ſincere and ſtron 
Affection. To ſupport which Idea, *tis obſer- 
vable, that where ſuch a Relation is initiated as 
implies a Sameneſs of Body, and which demands 
mutual Care and Support, if at the ſame Time 
there be wanting that Affection and Love which is 


AS] 


always requiſite to a due Diſcharge of theſe Re- 
gards; the Intimacy of Bodies in ſuch caſe becomes 
brutal and unmanly, being uſually attended with 


_ thoſe Diſorders which deſtroy the good Oecono- 


my and Order of Society. 


But again, ſuch a Communion of Bodies direct- 
ly conveys a ſole and unalienable Right to each 
Body ſo united as an inviolable mutual Property. 


Now Property is eſteem'd ſacred by an univerſal 


Conſſent, as that which every Individual in Soci- 
ety is bound to defend, even his Neighbour's as 
well as his own, according to his Capacity and 


Opportunity, againſt all Violence or Invaſion : 


But among the various Kinds of alienable Proper- 
ties, none are eſteem'd more ſacred than thoſe of 
the Body, among which its Chaſtity is no incon— 
fiderable Branch; as appears by ſeveral Laws in 
force among civil well-order'd Societies: Inflan- 
ces of which may anon be produc'd. | 
Laſily, The Obligations ſuch a Communion | 


of Bodies introduces, are ſuperior to all others in 


Society; which.appears from that univerſal Max- 
im, or Reaſon upon which the firſt Inſtitution of 
this Communion is founded, viz. for this Cauſe 
ſhall a Man leave Father, or Mother, and cleave to 
his Wife, for they ſhall be one Fleſh. Thus it appears 
that this Relation has Obligations attending it ſu- | 
perſeding all others which may interfere with it; 


ſo important a Point 1s this of bodily Communi- 


on, that on it depends very much the good Order, 
Peace, and Happineſs, a as well as Support of the 


whole Specie. 
Notwithſtanding chis, it mult be confeſs'd Men 


have found out many Ways of perverting this 


pure and uſeful Inſtitution, and even of tranſ- 


greſſing its moſt reaſonable Laws: Which Fol- 
lies I ſhall endeavour to detect. But 
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row, partial View of the World an 
attended with frequent Broils and Commotions. 


191 
But before I proceed more directly, IL wou'd 
beg Leave to inſert a noble Authority in Vindica- 
tion of what is already advanc'd; 'tis the Defini- 
tion of that immortal Reaſoner Locke, „Con- 
<< juga] Society, ſays he, conſiſts chiefly in ſuch 


<£ a Communion and Right in one anothers Bo- 


dies, as is neceſſary to its chief End Procrea- 
tion, and ſtands connected with mutual Sup- 
port and Aſſiſtance for themſelves and Off- 


„ ſpring.” And no doubt ſuch Ideas ſuited 


well with Mankind in its firſt Age, tho? at the 


_ fame Time it was abſolutely neceſſary to be ad- 


mitted even among Children of the ſame Venter; 


nor cou'd it be otherwiſe upon a Suppoſition of a 
firſt Pair from whom the World was peopled; 


and in like Circumſtances wou'd yet be juſtifia- 


ble; but it will not follow from hence, that when 
the Families of Men encreas'd, Coupling toge- 
ther within ſuch near Affinities of Blood wou'd 
be allow*d either proper, or uſeful : The Intereſts 
of Society will be found forbidding this as preju- 
dicial, ſince by this Means the Advantage of more 
diſtinct Alliances, and intermingling with diffe- 


rent Families, which are the uſual Means of ſpread- 


ing Friendſhips thro' the whole Polity, wou'd be 

loſt; and inſtead of that grand Cement of uni- 
_ verſal Benevolence, in ſo great a Meaſure pro- 
cur'd by ſuch Intermarriages and Couplings, in- 


ſtead of this we might only expect a Bie. 'nar- 


Nor can thoſe civil Laws, which expreſly for- 


bid ſuch near Alliances, be eſteemed harſh or 


unnatural ; ſince the ſame good Ends may be 


more ſecurely obtain'd as by thoſe nearer Com- 
munions, and that too with greater Advantage to 


B the 


its Intereſts, 


10 


the Publick. For in the preſent Caſe we ate to 


conſider Men As in diſtinct Societies, and Bodies 


politick, peopling the World; but at the ſame 
Time having an univerſal, conſtant, and mutual 
Dependence upon each other, tho? ſituated in diſ- 


tinct and diſtant Climates, and Countries: And 


the Peace or Happineſs of theWhole as depend- 
ing upon the well ordering of each diſtinct Body, 
or State; ſo that whatever Laws are well con- 
ſtituted, and adapted to promote the Good of 
theſe Societies is abſolutely binding on each Indi- 


vidual of which they are compoſed ; but as theſe 
Laws, which reſpect the due Limitation of con- 
jugal Society, are truly calculated to confront an 
unbounded Sway of Appetite or Paſſion, and to 
direct Men to attend to the Reaſon and Fitneſs 
of Things, even in theſe their conjugal Com- 
munions, it muſt be a concluſive Argument on 
the Side of their ſtrong Obligations. Agreea- 
ble to which ſays that afore-mentioned Reaſo- 
ner, „Law, (ſays he) in its true Notion is not 


e ſo much rhe Limitation as the Direction of 
cc 


a free and intelligent Agent to his proper 
* Inrereſt, and preſcribes no further than for 
the general Good of thoſe under that Law; 


E 


60 


or prejudice a regular and orderly Increaſe. 


For this wou'd not only be repugnant to the 
. VVV 


for cou'd they be happier without it, the 
Law as a uſeleſs Thing wou'd ſoon vaniſh: 
„And methinks that ill deſerves the Name of 
“ Confinement which only prevents ruinous 
«+ Miſtakes.” “ 4 „ os 
Hence this Truth will naturally prove it ſelf, 
that no Law which reſpects conjugal Society 
can be well calculated, or at all binding, if 
it ſo limit bodily Communion, as to prevent 
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fur] 
Reaſon of Things, but in the preſent Circum“ 


ſtances of Mankind, Death, without ſuch a 
Proviſion wou'd ſoon thin the Specie; and in 


a little Time wholly de pulate the World. 


But on the other Hand, it plainly appears 


only conſiſtent with the beſt Intereſts of Man- 
kind, vz. Such a diſtinct ſingle Communion of 
a Bodies, as one Male to his Female, or one Fe- 


male to her Male. Such 1s the Account Re- 


velation gives of Man in his priſtine State; God 


created him Male and Female. But ſince the 
Increaſe of the Specie appears to be the prime 


End of this Diſtinction, one would have expect- 


ed that the Hiſtorian ſhou'd have introduced 
more than one Woman for our firſt Sire; as ne- 


ceſſary for a more ſpeedy Increaſe. 


Nay, leſt Men ſhou'd imagine ſuch a Can- 


finement, or Limitation, only ſuitable to the 
| firſt State of Things, or to Man in a State 
of pure ſimple Nature, but as no ways befitting 


' - 


him encompaſſed with Variety of Weaknefles, 


or under the ſtrong Direction of Appetite and 


_ Senſe; the ſame Hiſtorian has in the Sequel of 8 
his Narrative, when deſcribing the humane Fa- 


mily, as having corrupted its Way to the moſt 
inſolent Degree, even to a general Debauch. The 


. lame Hiſtorian has, I ſay, uſhered in the great Be- 


ing as diſpleas'd, and reſenting this Indignity by 


an almoſt entire Deſtruction of the whole Race; 


one Family only left to repeople the World, con- 


ſiſting of eight Perſons, and of theſe eight che Sex 
equal 1 vix. one Male to one Female; 
and 

Communion of Bodies as moſt befitting our 
World and Race; or elſe tax the Lord and 


ſo, we muſt either contend for a ſingle 


Governour of it with Want of Skill, or Good- 7 
neſs, or both. B 2 5 


1 


Or ſhou'd it be again W ec that 
theſe implanted Appetites were plac'd in us 
by our Maker, either to be ſatisfy*d, or other- 
wiſe to diſturb us, by obliging us to unpleaſing 
Mortifications; it may firſt be obſerv'd, that 


the Female's Demand may perhaps in this View 
be as extenſive as the Males, which would in- 


troduce ſome Conſequences not the moſt a- 


greeable to the Males. But it may alſo 
be more directly remark d, that thoſe Appetites 
were implanted for Uſe, and to be conſtantly 
under a reaſonable and regular Conduct, in the 
well ordering of which, "with the other Ap- 
petites and Paſſions, perhaps conſiſts that Vir- 


ue and Excellence of Nature, which is the 


very Eſſence of humane Happineſs. Not that 


from hence I wou'd be underſtood to inſinuate 


a ſtiff, ſevere, and unequal Proviſion in the 
: Inſtitution contended for; ſo far from this, 
that the more it is view'd i in a truly rational 


Light, the more it appears to be a Veen 
and wiſe Appointment. 

Having proceeded thus far, let us next ex- 
amine the different Species of Tranſgreſſion, 


rang*d under ſome general Heads of unlawful 
or unnatural Conjunctions of Bodies. 


As Firſt, Fornication; by which I wou'd 


intend an unlimited Communion of Bodies, 
lingle Whoreing, or a Man and Woman coup- 


ling only to gratify a preſent Inclination, with- 


out t Deſign of conveying a Right to each others 
Bodies, or preſerving theſe for the ſole Uſe and 


Enjoyment of each other, or even ſo much as 
adding an affectionate Care for a mutual Sup- 


port; much leſs, propoſing the Propagation and 
Support of the Specie as the great End of 


lach Society. Perſons there are. of this Cha- 


racter : 
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racter who wou'd fain inſinuate, that becauſe 
truly they have not laid themſelves under ſpeci- 
al or formal Obligations to any one Perſon in 


the World, as Huſband, or Wife, that there- 
fore a free Uſe of Copulation is unbinding, 


at leaſt a Thing entirely indifferent. But if 


ſuch wou'd be pleas'd to conlider, that if an 


Compact bind in Society, this muſt; ſince that 
Friendſhip, or Relation, is neceſſarily moſt in- 


timate and ſacred which is introduc'd by Co- 
pulation; and further add to the Conſideration, 
that the binding Part of the Obligation, is 


not any open or publick Ceremony, but this In- 
timacy of Bodies itſelf; and fo, yea only ſo, our 


Britiſh Laws muſt be vnderſtood, which ex- 


preſly inſiſt upon the Bedding of the Parties, 
in Order to validate and confirm the Contract. 
So, it ſeems, St. Paul underſtood the Nature 
of ſuch Copulation when he ſo ſmart! 


upbraids the Corinthians, at Corinth, 1 Ep. 


vi. 16. What? Know ye not that he who i, 
joyn'd to an Harlot, is one Body? For tw 
(thus joyn'd) ſhall be one Fleſh. From whence 


it will follow, that when the moſt binding 
Part of ſuch Compact is comply'd with, it 
will be difficult to diſcern how ſuch can diſ— 


penſe with the Obligation, without directly con- 
fronting the plain Reaſon of Things, or the known. 
Eſtabliſhment of their Relations 
Again, ſuch an unlawful Copulation ſapps 
the very Foundation of all ſocial Virtue. For 


if the Reputation of the Male, become in this 


| Regard once expos'd ; or the Modeſty of the 
Female, by this Means once facrific'd ; the 
grand natural Guards and Fences to Virtue are 


loſt ; and one of the moſt vile and hurtful PaCſ. 
lions has enſlav'd the Captive ; than which View 


„5 — 
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of Mankind nothing can appear more melan- 


 choly ; z Reaſon, that divine Thing, meanly 


crouching to the brutal Part, and thereby me- 
tamorphizing the Man. 

Beſides, whenever the Act of Copulation was 
committed, (in the Language of the moſt an- 
cient T. aws) ſuch Actions obliged to a Mar- 
riage Contract; which Attachment introduces 
an undeniable Claim to Suſtenance and Sup- 


port, analogous to the true State of the Caſe 
between Huſband and Wife. To this Purpoſe, 


ſee Exod. xxii. 16. If a Man prevail with a 


free and unpromis'd Maid, and lye with 


her, he ſhall ſurely marry her; but and if her 


Father conſent not (from any ſufficient Cauſe 


of Diſlike) he, i. e. the Man, ſhou'd pay a Mulct 


in ſuch Caſes, viz. Fifty Shekels of Silver; 
and if found lying with her, this Fine was to 


be paid her Father; and notwithſtanding this, 


the Man oblig'd to marry her, and become 
for ever incapable of pleading 4 Divorce, Deut. 


xxii. 28, 29. 


Again, ſuch a Communion of Bodies as is 
here cenſur'd, will appear ſo far from being 
fit and proper, that it is abſolutely barbarous: 


Since, in molt civiliz'd Nations, ſuch a Com- 


munion has render'd the Female contemptible 
to the Males: And not only ſo, but by an 
expreſs Law of the Fews, Deut. xxii. from 
Verſe 15 to 21, was hereby abſolutely inca- 


pable of Marriage, except at che utmoſt Peril 
- of her Life. 


In this Caſe, we might appeal to the Ad- 
vocates for ſuch Liberty, and aſk whether 


any of them wou'd upon Marriage be eaſily 


EX+ 


reconcil'd to his Mate ; ; if inſtead of bedding an | 
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expected Virgin, he ſhou'd have Reaſon to con- 


clude another had diſpoiled her of her Cha- 
racter. The ill Conſequences of ſuch Miſcon- 
duct have been too many, and too notorious 


to need any exact Scrutiny. 


It may be further remark*d, that as e the 


Make of the Female this is knowable, but 


not in the Male; it is hence imagin'd by 


ſome, that the Male was not deſign'd for 
ſuch Limitations; but if the Nature of ſuch 


Communion, impart the Conveyance of mu- 
_ tual Property, it muſt be allow'd, that where- 
ever *tis not attended with thoſe Concomitants 
which the Nature of the Claim calls for, *tis 
criminal even in the Male, altho' ſuch Copu- 
lation or Debauch of his own Body, be to his 
Mate, or the World entirely undiſcovered. 
Once more, let me obſerve, ſuch unmeet 
Copulation not only expoſes the Female to 
Shame and Neglect, as has been obſerv'd, 
but alſo produces an Offspring incapable of 


enjoying the ſame Privileges in Societies others 
freely ſhare. Such a promiſcuous Cohabitation has 
a direct Tendency to deſtroy that parental Affec- 
tion on which the Care of the Offspring abſolute- 


ly depends. Thus Baſtards have been expos'd in 
moſt civiliz'd Nations; for Inſtance, the Jes 
| had a Law forbidding ſuch ſome of the high 


Privileges of their Theocracy, and in Order to 


make the Stigma more remarkable they were 
excluded until the tenth Generation, Deut. xxili. 
2. And the Females themſelves who practiſed 
Whoring, or became Proftitutes, as a Means 


of Support, are repreſented as unable ro pro- 


cure a proper Offering, Perſe 18. 
— 
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Secondly, Adultery, which reſpects the Male 


or Female's lying with anothers Wife or 


Huſband, or permitting a Communion of Bo- 


dies with any other than their proper Mate. 
As this has been univerſally eſteem'd a Defile- 


ment of the Marriage Bed; ſo it very evidently 


appears to be a Violation of the Law of Na- 


ture, or the known ſettled Order of Things, 
as hereby the Peace and Harmony of Pairs is 
effectually deſtroy'd. But if this ſhou'd chance 
not to be the Confeiuent from the Secrecy of the 
Parties ſo engag'd, yet it muſt neceſſarily de- 

{troy the Peace of their own Minds, as being con- 
ſcious of having invaded the unalienable Right 
of the Mate fo injur'd, and as having introdu- 
ced a diſtant Claim that muſt ſtand in Com- 
petition therewith. Thus that affectionate Re- 
gard the injur'd Mate had a prior and ſole 
. Right unto is divided, and the moſt facred 


Tye and Obligation to Friendſhip violated, 


Which if once diſcoverd and known indeli- 
bly imprints the moſt uneaſy Sentiments. The 
Argument may receive further Strength if we 
recur to ancient Law, Deut. xxii. 23 and 24. 


If a Woman was betroth'd or promisd to a 
Man, and another lay with her, both to be 
ſton'd to death; or if a Man lay with a Wo- 
man actually married to another Man both 
to dye, if it appear'd to be by the Conſent 


of both, Verſe 22, comp. Lev. xx. 10. 


That lying with another Man's Wife was 
i and criminal antecedent to the Mo- 
ſaick Conſtitutions, will appear from the Hiſ- 
tory of Joſeph in Egypt, Gen. xxix. 9. Who 
cal'd it a great Wickedneſs and a Sin againſt 
God: Which Account affords ſome Light 1 2 
dhe 
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the Opinion of the ſteadily Virtuous in his Days. 
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Let me add the Advice of the wiſe Man in 
his Book of Proverbs; „ Drink Waters (lays 


he) out of thine own Ciſtern; and running 
Waters out of thine own Well. Let thy 


Fountains be difpers'd abroad.---Let them 


be only thine own, and not Strangers with 


thee. Let thy Fountain be bleſſed : And re- 
joice with the Wife of thy Youth.---As the 


loving Hind, and pleaſant Roe let her Breaſts 
ſatisfy thee atall Times; and be thou raviſh'd, 
or err thou, always with her Love.---Wh 
wilt thou, my Son, be raviſh'd with a ſtrange 
Woman, and embrace the Boſom of a 


Stranger? For the Ways of a Man are 


before the Eyes of the Lord, and he pon 


derelh all his Going „ Way the further ts 40 
enforce his Advice, he adds, Its own Iniqui- 


4 


ties ſhall take the Wicked himſelf, and he 


ſhall be holden with the Cords of his Sins; 
yea he ſhall dye without Inſtruction; and 
in the We of his Folly he ſhall go 


aſtray. And again he ſays, the Command 
ment is a Lamp, and the Law is Light, 
and Reproofs of Inſtruction are the Way ol 


Life, to keep thee from the evil Woman. 


Luft not after her Beauty in thine Heart; 


neither let her take thee with her Eye-Lids ; 


for by Means of an whoriſhh Woman **** 
to a Piece of Bread: And the Adultereſs 
will hunt for the precious Life. Can a Man 


take Fire in his Boſom, and his Cloaths not 
be burnt ?---So he who goes in to his Neigh- 


bour's Wife---Whoſo commiitteth Adultery 


with a Woman lacketh Underſtanding. 
He who doth it deſtroys his..own Soul. 


8 66 For 
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“ For fealonly | is the Rage of a Man: There- 


fore he11 not ſpare on the Day of Vengeance.“ 


So alſo, the Uzzean Fob proteſts againſt like 


Donduct; „ If, fays he, mine Heart hath 


« been deceiy'd by a Woman, or I have laid 


wait at my Neighbour's Door: Then let 


«© my Wife grind unto another, and let others 
bow down upon her; for this is an heinous 
% Crime, yea, it is an Iniquity to be puniſhed 


« by the Judges. For it is a Fire that con- 
e ſumeth to Deſtruction, and wou'd root out 


« all mine Increaſe.” So many Ages ſince 
have theſe Sentiments been obſerv'd to enter the 
molt {ſublime Characters. 


Thirdly, Bigamy and Polygamy, i. e. Hav- | 


ing two or more Wives, appears unſuitable 
unto, and abſolutely incompatible with the firſt 


Inſtitution, as well as thoſe later Editions 


of the divine Law. The Account already 
given of bodily Communion, will diſcover a 
great Unfitneſs in the Man's having a Num- 


ber of Wives at once, or the Woman's hav- 
ing a Number of Huſbands ; ſince the very 
Nature of ſuch Communion. requires a Sin- 


gleneſs and Harmony of Affections, which 


a Plurality abſolutely forbids. And I much 
doubt whether one Inſtance can be produc'd 
among a civiliz d People, where great In- 
conveniences were not introduc'd by ſuch Plu- 
ralities. If we recur to ſacred Hiſtory, we 
ſhall find, as we have already, that one 
Wife beſt fitted Man in his moſt compleat Si- 
tuation: Nor have we any Room for Conjec- 
ture (from the Hiſtorian) that there was any 
Defect in the Proviſion z but that the Male 


enjoying only one Female, was in that Regard 
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perfectly well accommodated. And if we trace 
Mankind thro' a few Ages, till we find their 


Degeneracy had ſo overſpread the whole Family, 
as to require an expreſs Revelation of the moſt 
obvious, natural Precepts, even thoſe which 
ſettled the Boundaries and Limitations of So- 
cieties, and by which they were to be re- 


gulated : Theſe very Precepts appears always 


to reſpect Singularity, and never ſo much as 


ſuppoſe a Plurality, Exod. xxi. 3, 4. Deut. 
XX11. 13. Nor does the whole Volume of Scrip- 


ture afford one ſingle Direction how a Man 


muſt behave towards a Number. at once; or 


Women towards the ſame Man, or one Wo- 
man towards a Number of Men, in the Re- 
lation before ſpoken " 

[ might add, the Animoſities and Piſtractions 


which have attended Bigamy itſelf, in the moſt 


early Ages, when the Circumſtances of the 
World ſeem'd much more to favour 1t than 
now, as may hereafter appear. Beſides, the 


unavoidable Debates which muſt neceſſarily 
ariſe about hereditary Claims, and Succeſſi- 
ons to Eſtates, Honours, or other Proper- 


ties, which the Language of no Law has ever 


ſettled, or decided; and for which Reaſon, 
was there no other, the Prohibition of Biga- 


my or Polygamy might be freely admitted 
to receive the Sanction of civil Authority. 
Add we yet, the near Equality in Num- 


ber of both Sexes; which if it vary, wou'd 
perhaps incline to favour the Woman's more 
extenſive Demand; and is a conſtant Hint from 
an univerſal "Providence of the Unfitneſs of : 
more Wives than one. 


© 3 To 
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To add no more, if the Remarks Jeſus 
made upon the Rabbinical Interpretations of 
the Law, Mat. xix. 3---10. be regarded; it 
may further confirm that Senle of the Inſti- 

tution which is pleaded for. 
Fourthly, Sodomy, &c. is another Abuſe of 
this Diſtinction of Bodies. In regard to which 


it need only be obſerv'd, that this Diſtinction 


of Sex, is the only proper Proviſion made 
by the Author of Nature for the Communi— 
on, or Conjunction of humane Bodies: . 
it will follow undeniably plain, that all, 


any other Mingling or Coupling of Bades 
muſt be unnatural; and in a ſober View 


will appear not only ſo, but monſtrouſly 
abhorrent and hateful! Hiſtory never gives. 
Account of ſuch loathſome Folly, but at the 
ſame Time deſcribes the moſt abandon'd Cha- 


rafters; witneſs St. Paul, in the Beginning 


of his Letter to the Romans. 

I chuſe not to ſay any more under this 
Head of faulty Copulations, the Subject be- 
ing ſomewhat difficult to treat without Ot- 
fence. 

1 hall therefore proceed to trace thoſe 
Ideas the Revelation of Jeſus moſt expreſly 
conveys from this Subject, as it reſpects bo- 
dily Purity. And herein I wou'd attempt a 
Diſcovery of St. Paul's Senſe, when he ex- 
horts the Diſciples of Chriſtianit y to poſſeſs 
their Veſſels in Sanitification and Honour, 


1 Thefſ. w. 1---4. referring them to thoſe Com- 


mandments their Apoſtles had deliver'd them 
according to the Will, and in the Authority 


of Chriſt; which Precepts he aſſerts to be 


exactly conformable to the Will of God, as 
F e 9a e rt 
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reſpecting the Purity and Holineſs of their 


Bodies ; and which ſtood directly oppoſed to 
Fornication. Which Senſe is corroborated by 


examining and comparing ſome of his other 
Writings which touch on this Subject. For 


Inſtance, in one generally ſuppoſed to be his, 
vz. that to the 1 Chap. xiii. 4. he 
very poſitively aſſerts Marriage to be honourn- 
able in all, with which he connects, the Bed 
undefiled: But againſt which he oppoſleth, 
Whoremongers and Adulterers: Of whom he 


expreſly ſays, that theſe God will judge. Nor 
muſt this be ſo underſtood as to contradict 


St. Paul in another Epiſtle, where he remarks, 


that each Man has his proper Gift of God, 


one after this Manner, another after that, 
1 Cor. vii. 7. Or his Maſter, Matt. xix. 12 
comp. In which Places ſome were repreſented 


as under no Obligation to ſuch Copulation, 


hut the contrary. Nor can he mean by that 
Expreſſion, Marriage is honourable in all, every 
Individual who enters into that Relation or 


Contract; but he is plainly to be underſtood 


as intending none but ſuch as ſo make 


Uſe of the Marriage -Bed as to keep it unde- 
filed: But Fornication, and Adultery are ſuch 
Defilements as expoſe to the divine Cenſure. 
From the whole, thus much at leaſt appears 
undeniably plain, that Marriage, or Copulati- 
on of Bodies within ſuch due Reſtrictions and 
Regulations, is the only appointed or even 
poſſible Means ordinarily of preſerving bodi- 
ly Chaſtity. Analogous to this is St. Paul's 


Sentiment convey'd thro* the ſixth Chapter 


of his firſt Epiſtle to the Corinthians, He had 
in a former Chapter been inveighing againſt 
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a ſcandalous Affinity. In the ſixth Chapter 
he deſcribes the ſeveral Sorts of Crimes that 
were incompatible with the Purity of the Chriſ- 
tian Diſpenſation. Even ſuch Things which 
were not at all inconſiſtent with the Laws of 
Corinth. Which if St. Paul had regard- 
ed only, he himſelf might from theſe Laws 
have been ſcreen'd and tolerated to the utmoſt 
Length. And tho' the Fewiſh Converts had 
found St. Paul ſmart upon the external bodi- 
ly and merely ceremonial Holineſs of their 
Conſtitutions, to which he had oppos'd the 
Spirituality of the Goſpel State: Yet the 
_ Apoſtle clearly diſtinguiſhes between the Means 
of bodily Support, and the Body itfelf; the 
Viands of its Nouriſhment being only tempo- 
rary and tranſient both as to Means and End, 
but the Body is evidently deſign'd for a per- 
_ petual Duration of Exiſtence. Of which Bo. 
dy he declares peremptorily that *tis not for 
Fornication, but for the Lord. Inſinuating 
that indulg*d Fornication is abſolutely unfit for 
the Lord, as being diametrically oppoſite to 
the Law of Chriſt. He further adds, that the 
ſpecial Property Jeſus has in the Bodies of his 

Subjects, appears from their being the Care 
of God, whilſt ſeparate from their Spirits, and 
lodg'd in Duſt, The Sacredneſs of the humane 
Body further appears, from their being the rela- 
tive Members of his Body whom God has raiſed EF 
from the Dead, and in whoſe Reſurrection, the 


Reſurection of each of theſe Bodies is ſecured. 


From hence he goes on to argue the Unfitneſs 
of an unlimited Communion of Bodies, even 
from the Relation ſuch ſtand in to Jeſus z add- 
ing, with ſome Vehemence of Speech, Flee For- 
Auicalion! 


* 
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zication! To ſupport which Injunction, he fur- 
ther ſhews, of this Indulgence differs from 
all other, in that it is the Nature of this Crime 
more directly to centre in the Body, as its 
Subject. Nor, ſays he, can it be ſuppos'd that 
the Spirit of God, or a virtuous and holy 
Principle (which 1s a Spirit of Order and Pu- 
rity, and which if you are ſincere Chriſtians 
ſo influences your Minds, that it may be ſaid 
to dwell in you, and as a Conſequent, your 
Bodies may be called its Temples ; which Bo- 
dies ye have of God, and are not your own) 
I fay, it cannot be ſuppos'd that if you in- 
dulge to theſe criminal Communions, that the 
Spirit of God dwells in you; for by thus do- 
ing, you alienate, yea, deſecrate the Property 
of your Maker, and pervert the very Deſign 
of Chriſt's Claims upon you ; which can never 
be by the Suffrage of the divine Spirit. 
1 ͤmight again remark ; the Coincidence of 
this Doctrine of limited Copulation with both 
the civil and moral Intereſts of Society: which 
will appear genuinely true, if we conſider bo- 
dily Communion as the grand Origine of 
all Societies; by viewing it in this ſingle 
and reſtrain'd Light, it bids faireſt for the 
right Education of Children, And as Children 
are naturally moſt attentive to Example, we 
may expect in ſuch ſingle Coupling, the moſt 


nervous Virtue, harmonious Friendſhip, and an 


ö uſeful unjarring Authority; from which we 
= might reaſonably hope the greateſt Care, pa- 


rental Compaſſion, and conſequently the moſt _ 
forcible Influence! Hence, a generous Regard 
to the civil and moral Intereſts of Mankind 
ſhou'd inſpire us with a glowing Abhorrence 
RS e ee , 


ND 


of what wou'd ſo. inevitably diſtreſs it: 
And ſhou'd learn us to exerciſe the rational 
Nature, in ſupporting its Claims to Dominion 

over the ſenſitive Inclinations, and Appetites. 
Upon this View of the Subject, treated in 
this Light, many Difficulties appear unrecon- 
cil'd, and ſtand as Objections to the Conclu- 
ſiyenlels of theſe Remarks; as for Inſtance, ſe- 
veral Perſonages in ſacred Story are repre- 
ſented as not confin'd to theſe Rules and Li- 
mitations. 


„ is the firſt which occurs in ſacre 
Hiftory: as having more Wives than one. 
Anſ. Lamech's Character appears too infa- 
mous to admit him as a Pattern of Imitati- 
on: The very Mention of him is rather likely 
to prove a Diſadvantage to the Objector, 
ſou'd he only conſider, what a proud, haugh- 
ty Wretch he was; yea, a vile Murtherer, who 5 
introduc? d this waren ener, Z ” 


Abr thaw may be next pitch'd upon, a 
0 Man ſo famous in his Character as to be 
call'd the Friend of God; of whom the Hiſ- 
torian affirms, that he made Uſe of Hagar, 
an Hand-maid of Sarah his Wife, and that 
0 prov'd with Child by him; which Hiſto- 


is ſo far from reproving either Her, or Abra- 


8 55 for ſuch an unmeet Copulation, that it 


— — — — — — 


deſcribes God as taking particular Notice of her, 
and her Offspring, and ſignally bleſſing them. 
An. It appears in the firſt Place, that Abra- 
ham had the Conſent of his Wife; nay it was 
her proper Offer, being gf 'd with her 
own Barrenneſs. 
Again, 


ard Progeny. 
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gain, Abraham ſeems ſo far to obſerve 


A 
the Obligation, or at leaſt was willing to ob- 
ſerve it, which directs to the mutual Support 
of them and their Offspring. But more di- 
5 15 p 


Hagar had no ſooner conceiv'd, but Fa- 


mily-Peace was difturb'd ; ſhe deſpis'd Sarah, 


and treated her, tho' her Miſtreſs and Lady, 
with Contempt. Thereupon Sarah complain- 
ing of the Wrong, demands redreſs from her 


Huſband, and withal appeals to God as her 


Avenger, and Judge. Upon which Abraham 


finding himſelf unable to anſwer the Claims 


ſuch a Relation naturally demanded from both, 
gives up Hagar to the mercileſs Treatment of 


her Miſtreſs, who immediately ſends her adrift ; 
_ tho? perhaps in the moſt pitiful Circumſtances, | 


Again, notwithſtanding the Text repreſents 


the Angel of God as comforting her, and bleſſ- 
ing her Seed; yet this Seed of hers fo bleſs'd is 
deſcrib'd afterwards, as a wild Man, (tho* a Son 
of Abraham) even as one whoſe Hand was a- 
gainſt every Man, and every Man's Hand a- 


gainſt him. From whence I am unable to 


collect any great Encouragement to imitate | 
in this Regard even the f 

Again, altho' we find Mention made of Abra- 
Ham's Concubines, Gen. xxv. 6. Yet *tis ob- 

ſervable, that he ſent the Sons of all theſe 
' Concubines, to a great Diſtance, far from the 
Inheritance of T/aac 3; nay, ſo remarkable a Diſ- 
ttinction did he put between them, that he 
gave all that he had at his Death, to Jjaac, 


xample of Abra- 


by which it plainly appears, that, in the moſt 


compleat Senſe, he diſinherited the whole ba 
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From wlience I infer, that the Circumſtances of 


Abraham, wou'd not admit of mixt Copulati- 


on, without introducing Diſorder and Con- 
fuſion ; and if ſo, it muſt be much more inca- 
Fore of Defence in our Age aue! Time. 


3. Jacob may be next propos d as marrying 
both Leah and Rachel, and lying with their 
Handmaids. 

Anſ. Jacob's Contract for Rachel was N 
and Leah actually impoſed upon him, and that 
too in an arbitrary Manner; and looking a lit- 


tle further into the Sequel of their Hiſtory, we 


find little more than Envy, Hatred, and con- 


tant uneaſy Emulation, attend his double 
Marriage. 


4. Sbou'd any oh ect the Unfitneſs. of Ar- 


guments grounded on the Jewiſb Law, as be- 
ing an Occonomy, or Order of Government, 


wholly appropriate to that People; and as 


no Way fit to direct Men under a difterent 
Conſtitution. n 


Anſ. Altho* the Number of Precepts and 
Rules, of which the whole ceremonial Part of 
their Conſtitution conſiſted, were moſt befitting 
their Polity, and abſolutely temporary; yet 
there were many others which reſpected the 


Rclations of Mankind in a more general View, 


and which are abſolutely neceflary to the 
Support of any good Government, as well as 
their Theocracy theſe Precepts are founded 
in the Law of Nature, and as ſuch, muſt be = 
transfer'd to other Conſtitutions, and remain 


equally binding, whilſt the ſame Relations are 


found to exiſt in the humane World. Among . 
which 5 
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= which Precepts we may juſtly eſteem that one, 
- call'd the ſeventh in the Decalogue, and which 
, more immediately reſpects the Communion of 
Bodies; to the Explication and Support of 

which, many other leem to be added. 


i, Add we the Wives of Solomon, 1 Kings. xi. 
A Man whoſe Character for Wiſdom is 
1 kms in Hiſtory. 
- =_ Anſ. In Order to prove that Liberty Solo. 
mon took with a Multitude of Women, as 
Wives and Concubines, was highly criminal, 
and entirely unjuſtifiable, we need only o 
attend to the Drift of former Poſtulates, which, 
if true, directly condemn ſuch Practice. Nor 
can it be otherwiſe, ſince the Nature and Re- 
lation of Things are invariable, ſo will not alter 
: their Properties, tho? at the Court of a Solomon. 
1 But we are not confin'd to this Point of Proof, 
iv we find him expreſly condemn'd as guil- : 
of an open and known Violation of the 
25 of his God, Deut. xvii. 17. And notwith- 
ſtanding his enlarg'd Circumſtances might en- 
able him to evade many political Inconveni ences ; 
yet by his Hiſtory we learn no Advantage 
ſuch an Extravagance ever procur'd him, but 
may collect ſome notorious Inſtances of the con- 
trary. In his Eccleſiaſtes we find him animad- 
verting upon ſuch Conduct as Folly, and ad- 
s _viles for a Man, as his great Good, that he 
live joyfully with the Wife whom he loveth, 
all his Days. Beſides this, tee his Pr overbs, 
before cited at large. 8 %ͤ ᷑ ů:::!!ĩ gs 


1 6. Some there are who i imagine Sterility or 
1 Barrenneſs an undeniable Plea tor Divorce. 
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Anſ. The Relation ſuch a Communion of 
Bodies introduceth, is not, I apprehend, to be 
render'd null and void, and its e mg 
ceaſe upon the mere Grounds of Sterility © 
Barrenneſs, ſince Feſus, (the Author of the 


Chriſtians Rule of Conduct) has aſſerted very 


expreſly, that 1t is not lawful for a Man to 
put away his Wife, ſave for the Cauſe of For- 
nication: So far was he from once mantain- 


ing Barrenneſs, as a Cauſe, or juſtifiable 


Reaſon of ſuch Separation. And indeed, in A- 
 braham*s Time it ſeems not to be ſo underſtood, 
for Sarah being barren till of great Age wou'd 
in all likelyhood, have been divorc'd. From 
whence it appears, that altho? Propagation i is one 


grcat End of ſuch Society, yet it is not the ſole 
End. But notwithſtanding this, it muſt be 
allow'd reaſonable, that where there is a known 
Defect, which renders incapable of ſuch Soci- 
ety, there the Relation is unduly enter'd into; 


eſpecially if this be the profeſs'd, or even reaſon- 
ably ſuppos'd Expectation of the other engag'd 


Party: And in this Caſe becomes a ſufficient 
Plea for Divorſe. 


7. Among the Single and Unmarried, it ma 


be objected, that truly they ſhare the com- 


mon Nature, and from one Lett or other never 


cou'd have a proper Opportunity of obtain- 


ing a ſuitable Mate: And can any Law pro- 


ſcribe the natural Uſe of ſuch Difference of 


Sex? 


An. It is without Noube 8 very dif- 


ficult to enter ſatisfactorily into ſuch Relation, 


from 3 varie 5 of fortic laing Circumſtances 3 'S 


but 
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out then it will be as difficult, in this Caſe, to 


juſtify a Tranſgreſſion of the Laws of ſuch So- 
ciety, as in any other. It is true, a natural 


Vigour, and Flow of Spirits, may . wet 
greater Degree of Care, and true Philoſophy ; 
but ar at all Times, an honeſt Mind will al- 
low it reaſonable we ſubdue our Appetites, 


rather than indulge them to the Prejudice of 
Society, or a Violation of its known Laws: 


Nor does ſuch a Kind of Self- Denial ever go 


unattended with manly and rational Satisfac- 
tions. But if we may take a Hint from Re- 
velation, St. Paul adviſing the Corinthians in 


the moſt preſſing Circumſtances of a violent 
| Perſecution to preſerve their Virginity, or 
Singleneſs of Body, if they had a Power or 
Command over their Inclinations; but if not, 
he adds, it was better for them, even then to 
marry, than to burn. Now the Apoſtle was 
very ſhort in his Advice, if Whoring, in a 
modern Senſe, was lawful; ſince then he might 
have allow'd them a Woman, or a Man, by 
the by, to ſatisfy the natural Appetite, and 
by this Means have ꝑreſerv'd them from thoſe 


Cares and Incumbrances which Marriage wou*d 
neceſſarily introduce. But as the Apoltle faw 
this run counter to the true Reaſon of Things, 


which is the Spirit of the Goſpel, he cou'd 


not, he durſt not adviſe it. This is ſo ex- 
tenſive a Direction as renders a further Reply 


unneceſſary to ſuch as wou'd not cavil. 


8. If it ſhou'd be again objected, that the 
World in general, thro' all Ages and Nati- 
ons of it, has more or leſs obſerv'd and in- 
dulg'd a greater Liberty than here propos'd 4 
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and of thoſe firſt Characters, already menti- 
oned, or many others which might have been, 
we have no Account of Gods expreſly re- 


proving for ſuch Conduct, which in many 


Caſes we might reaſonably have expected. 


Anſ. To this I ſhall only reply (as the wiſe 


Feſus did to the Fews, about putting away 


their Wives) from the Beginning it was not 0. 
Theſe Inſtances of Folly being fitly rang'd a- 
mong thoſe, which God (by a Figure) is ſaid 


to have winked at, but now commands all Men 


every where to repent. From the whole, I 


wou'd draw ſome Corollaries. 


Coroll. 1. Hence it appears a Matter of 
great Importance, that we obſerve a due Re- 


gulation. in our conjugal SY: 


Coroll. 2. is Order to this, we muſt care- 


tully guard againſt all Incentives to ſuch Kinds 
of bodily Communion which are unwarranta- 
ble. The Doctrine of Jeſus cenſures an allow- 
ed Inclination to undue Copulation, altho' it 
exceed not the Thought, Matt. v. 28. and 


calls it Adultery. 


Corall 3. Undue Copulations have evident- 


ly been the grand Seminaries of moſt ſocial 


Evils: An Inference atteſted by the firſt Glance | 


we take of Mankind; ſo numerous are the In- 


| flances of ſuch Productions: Yea, the very 
Voice of Providence condemns the Practice. 
Witneſs, thoſe ungrateful Attendants of undue 
Copulation known under the general Names 


of the Lues Venerea, &c. which are not at 


any Time the Lot of thoſe Couplings recom- 
mended 5 


3 E - 

mended in this Diſſertation. ----- When Men 
thus give their Honour to others, and their 
Strength to the Cruel, they not only hurt their 
own Conſtitutions, but intail a diſorder'd, un- 
healthy, and corrupt one upon their Offspring. 


Coroll. 4. We may hence learn, that the 
pure Order of Nature, or the unalterable Rea- 
ſon of Things, is a Rule of Conduct of ſupe- 
rior Excellence and Value, to the Example 
of the beſt of the Children of Men; ſome Part 
or other of whoſe Conduct has been faulty, 
and unſuitable. Therefore we ſhou'd not ima- 
ine that the Adultery of Abraham, the Drunk- 

enneſs of Noah, the Murther of David, or 
the Idolatry of Solomon, were recorded for our 
Imitation; but rather conclude them Inſtances 
of their Ignorance, Folly, and Vice; which 
being expos'd, with their ill Conſequences, 
ſerve as Monitors deſcribing the Vanity of 
Man, in Order to keep us humble and watch- 
= „„ ; 


Coroll. 5. Such a limited Communion of 
Bodies pleaded for, is ſo far from being in 
compatible with any other divine Inſtitution, 

or with the Intereſts of Piety and Virtue in 
the humane World, as that it is moſt per- 
fectly conſiſtent with the greateſt Purity, even 
the Perfection of humane Nature: To which 
Perfection its Contraries are oppoſite. And if 

ſo, then all thoſe humane Prohibitions of ſuch 
ſimple Communion, altho' impos'd under the 

Cover of divine Authority, deſerve no better 

Treatment than as coming from the Devil; 

even all ſuch Doctrines or Precepts, which 
forbid "Marriage. nn nnd nn Day. 
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- Taftly, Let us conclude with Solomon, 

having weighed one Thing after another to 

find out the Reaſon,----Lo this one Thing 
have we found viz. that God made Man 

upright; but they have found out many In- 
ventions | to which genuine Source, all thoſe 
Evils, which diſguiſe the State of Nature a- 

round us, owe their Original. Os, 
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